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ABSTRACT . 
: * Subjects ‘vere ninth gradérs ina “highly coapetitive 
aidvestern suburban school. All subjects had attended school in the 
district for their entire education. The "average" group of 49 
stydents was compared with the "high ability" group of 124 students. 
Results were analyzed to determine whether differences vere 
statistically significant. It yas found that a competitive, suburban - 
school environment with a large population of highly intelligent . 
students has an.adverse effect on’the school adjustment of average 
ability students. Average-ability fesales had -poorer attitudes tovard © 
“school, both Bales and females had poorer study habits, females had 
greater absences, and both average ability males and females were 
lower than & comparison group in reading and sathesatics achievenent. 
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A suburban school environment with a large population of ‘competitive, 
highly intelligent students has an adverse effect on the school adjustment of 
average ability students who have experienced this environment during their:- 
school careers e aoe tte | oy : 
: ' Average ability students had poorer school adjustment when sana to 
. a higher ability group. Females had poorer attitudes toward schoo} while 


both males and females had poorer study habits. Only females had greater . 
absences. Both average ability males and females Were lower thana me ; 


~““group in reading and mathematics achievement. 
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_ ‘The influence of/a high ability sul = ‘school district on es school 


saiiacwen of adolesce ts, with average mental ability, who had lived ad the > 


Basia of the high schon! graduates io some sia buecteiaeat institution. 


School adjustment was defined attitudes toward schools and ' 


ln terms 


study methods as feasured by the California Su of Study Methods (1958), 


‘the number of days absent during the 8th ‘grade, g ade point average in 8th grade 


= 


a ae a . ‘ 
English and Mathematics, and Read ing and Mathemati s test scores from the Se-- 


" qguential Tests Tests of Educational Pr ogress (1957). % 


As reinforcers of certain behavior, as — of imitation and identifi> 


cation, as a group, pressuring ‘pdolescents to niaditty their behavior, an adolescent ' 8 


' 


peers are ‘agents of socialization.’ Peers, patents, sd lings, and teachers. are the. 


‘“significant others" that influence the adolescent's sé f concept. Frustration 
LEE eee eo 3 . 


at school can lead fe feelings of inadequacy, which in tu: n can lead‘ to “lower + 


achievement that might otherwise be higher.. In a study of what young people 


+ ues 


‘.. "Higher Ability" group ‘which was average on the eer norms. The: natiocd 


* 


— -~ F ‘ 
_ Mean converted “scores for the’"Average Ability" group was 277 with a standard; 


deviation of 3.38. The scores ranged from Sne-third standard deviation above.jsnd , 
: : ; 5 
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a 2 ‘below the. ‘mean. The “Higher Ability" group had a mean eee score of 290 
; with a standard, deviation of. 2 a7 and their scores fanged within one-third standard 
3 Neo above and ‘below: the eidgacken Mean. — 
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Method . 


ee ~, , Subjects were adolescents in;the ninth grade of a midwegtern‘ suburban 
. , school who. ha attended deci in the district for all of their education, This - . 
Suen that all subjects experienced the same educational environment throughout . 


their school careers, of the 152 students :(73 males and 79 fenales) who met the 


* criteria of average mental ability 26 wales and 23 females attended the' district 
: 25 schools for ms of their ‘academic careers. Of the’ 324 students (as males: and ° 
we. aT females) ane met the tritéria for the comparison group, 50 males and-74 fesialeg, 


“joa atdeddeds alg nine years. Comparisons between the two groups were made by sex 
using a He tailed “ test and §. level of .05 for apRepe aise if differences 


7 were “atariotically significant. i yh = 


a | e i hee a 


: Results ‘and Discussion 

r ‘ o 

. 7A lifetime of educational competition with highly intelligent peers affects 
° fo school adjustment of average. ability fénales ‘ta a Bite -ability suburban. school 


Merritt more adversely than average ability ‘eialiils Females expressed’ ‘signifi- 


cantly poorer attitudes toward school and had, poorer study habits compared to 


. our fe . P 
the higher ability females. Differences were significant at the .01 level. These © 


findings indicate that average ability females are not self assured about academic 


activities aid are not effectivé in their use of study methods such’ as’ note taking, 


4. 
using outlines, memorization, and reviewing when SENT A higher ability 
females. There were no significant differences in attitudes toward achigal between ’ 
average and tisha ability males, but there were Aettakennes in study methods 
that were significant at the .05 Ievel. r 
eae |. ‘ 
| , Insert Tables 1 and 2 about’ here 
{ ° — : . ° 
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Average ability fenales oe nate ‘theit male counteepacté. had significantly 


Fa More absences during the ‘tn ate when compared ta the higher ability groups. 
: Average ability females, were absent an average of 9. 02 days while the higher 2g 
ability females were pedent 4. 7 daya. This pat: was Significant at the 
: +05 devel, Average ability ~— ‘had an’ average absence of 5e 75: days ae to 


4 7 1.44-days for: the higher “ability males. «This difference is not statistically 


‘ey! 


.” significant. 
‘ o : > te 


Insert Table 3 about here - 
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\ : Both males and females of averag@ mental ability were ‘dignificant]y lower a 
_ than the higher ability groups on both teacher grades and achievement test scores. 


“o Grade point sis ais in the 8th grade English for average ability ‘females were 


ae ; te Re for males 1. 23, while magher ability females ’ had gradé point sees of * 
owe es 2B and males 2. 00." In 8th grade mathematics average ability females had: grade 
. Sow wwet ee eK yi te 
point metas ae of 1.26; males. 1.46 whtleypieher ability females had 2.34 and : 
males 2.30. All of these differences were significant at the .01 level. 
are : . ' ~ + x * ~~ - e 14 é : s : 
y SS SS See a i ae w 
a _ « Insert Tables 4 and 5 about here ? oe OS See 
4 Py _ ; ‘ Ry . A : | a 
‘ Average ability males and females earned significantly lower achievement x 
’ test scores on STEP Reading and Mathematics compared to the higher ability groups.: _ 
P ' ° Ui 
“These differences were signifieant\at the .001 levelf |. : 
ow te , : - "ol 
a Ms ey Insert. Tables 6 and 7 about here ~ ae 
aS NS ‘\ : . 7 — ‘ s ce 
KS om . 
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anes * These findings of poorer school adjustment, for average ability students — ‘ 
siggeste that such factors _as rigorous coupétition with peers of higher splices,’ 


ie A 


i failure ta, meet parental demands for higher. -grades, and a failure’ to meet ‘group ~ 
a: 4" ' ' we. 
) standards of “Behtevenent do lead as negative attitudes nn, school, inefficient 
ee . . 2. ' a 
ee oe ! a7 y P . 5 re 7 
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study methods, ‘greater’ absence and poorer achievement. Average ability females 


tend to be moré adversely affected than males. They express poorer attitudes and 


_ Study. methods and are absent more often, while both males and females have lower ; 


‘ 


_achievement. The finding that females express greater dissatisfaction with ‘school 


may be destained by fhe. fact that dissatisfied adolescent girls are more © 


intrepunitive while males are more critical and biame others for ‘their adtesatis- 


faction. These Hodines by Getzels and Jackson (1957) suggest rae fosn lad are . 


‘more likely to blame themselves for poorer eevee, vii ecaoen wetla males may - ‘not ‘ 


. 
‘ 


Peachalten Ge edie’, but rather’ project ‘theds feelings on others. ’ 


The implications of thang findings for suburban schools are that mores *., 


' ‘ ; 


resources should, be put in, the counseling and guidance at an early. age. for aviérage: 


* ability, students to neny them understand and accept themselves - ‘and to demain 


* a . “" 


better study skills; Teacheys should, be encouraged to understand ‘the Amportance 


Bs me . oo 0 
& . 


« of intellectual competition on school realities and evaluation should be . 


ewe -s) 
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| based pn individual’ ‘growth standards rattier than on gtoup standarts. 
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ft Table 1 


Differences Among Lower and Higher AD buity Sedat si Male, Femile- and — ¥ 


"Total Groups with Respect té Attitudes await Schoo!” 


. J . | + t oS 7 : 

‘Higher ability grodp , aa" Lower ‘ability group) * | 

} ° N Mean ge N Mean D t 
a | . .. 

; Male “ (26° | 47.07 Male. .- 26 45.00 2,07 .782 nis. , 
+ Pemale | (23, «50.65. ‘Female 23.42.00 * 8.65 2.924% f 
-yTotal 49 48.75 ° . Total 49 43.59 5.16 (2.71%* . | 
a we Significant at the .01 level. ; ' 
Py xa ag ' % . 
’ N ’ ‘ ; , . é / 
. Ry 3 ° iS ’ . 
Se weer, si 
Sear igh ieee ak ip RR PIPE RA Gn IS ree ie eee Glee oe a ee ees sk ce oes 
; 4 d . - s ’ 
. . f ‘ : . i 
. * 
be 
. 4 a 
. “ : . a | f 
*, a is c 
e , _— , 
; . cy 
. ; a J . 
; ‘ 9 


' ‘ ) 
. * . : fe P 
> e - ” 
2 = ° . 
- : e « a 
oe " . “ iJ 
: x F 
a . ‘ 2 . 
" a P 5 © 4s - « : Pg ‘ 
oe 69. ‘ . 
r/ . . : 
~ a ~s 
/ Table 2 


. Differences Among ,Lower and Higher ‘Abiljty Students in Male, ‘Female and 


/ \ ts . 
Total Groups with Respect to Total Study Habits 
"4 ) Higher ability group Lower ability group : 
ie ; ~ oN \Mead', N. Mean“ D t 
: ‘ ‘ bas, | ; * ; : “ 
Male "26 51.34 Male 26 45.30 6.04 2.46% 
Female 23 53486 | Remake = 23 | 44.69 9.17 3.4288 = 
Total 49 52.83 Total 49 45.02, 7.51 4, LO*RR 
"* Significant at the .02 level : ; . 
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Differences Among Lower and Higher Ability Students in Male, Female. ‘and ie 
e : om ~ 1 eA < ae 7 
Total Groups with Respect to Days Absent. . 
; . ‘ , hi x - 
: 4 . 
Higher ability group’ Lowengebility group ~~ 
Bere a 
eo Pe . : ; ; P 
N Mean -N Mean OD ot 
-2 2 . : . « é a . 
; Male 26-0 7.44 | Male * 26 5.75 1.69 1:15 ns. : 
c Female 14. %3T . Female 23 9.02 4.05 2.30% 
Total . 49: 6.28 / ‘Total «= 497.28. «1.00. 0BA ns. 
. * Significant beyond the -05 level or a» 
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[BAntenaocen Among Lower and Higher Ability Students in Male, Female and 
{ . A AR i soy . ay 
Total Groups with Respect to Second Semester English Grade Point Average . 
” Fy ‘ . ‘ ! \ 4 
_ Higher-ability group +. Lower ability group 
N Mean . . 6 oN Mean . dD £ 7 ‘ 
Male . 26 2.00 (Male. = 26. 1.23773. S8RRR 
Female a oa Female 23. 1.78 39.953. 33H be 
_ ‘Total 492.34 total 49 1.48 .86 4, 15" 
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oe “Differences Amorty Lower and Higher Ability Students ia Male, Female and 
¢ 
Groups with Respect to ‘fecond Semester Mathematics Grade Point Average 
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23 2.34; 4 Female = 23 1.26 1.08 
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Differences Among Lower and Higher Ability Students in Male, Fetlale, and ra 
Tptal’Groups with Respect to STEP Reading 
b Fig i 
é wis: ate ; 
.. Higher ability group .. Lower ability grou 
. = * : . ~~ a ae m5, ; Pa 
s . ; * - = . Mi .~-, 
. _N Mean 4 ; oie Y a 2 Mean DY t. 
. . ; . ‘4 : - nN] eo ox 
Male 26 291.57 |. “Male 26. 277.84 13.73 5.55% 


Y, ws 
Female 23. «297.60 Female 23 «285.13 12:47. Byte 


Total 49 294.40 . Total 49 «= 281.26 «13.14 7.0688 


#e*° Significant at the .001 level. 
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= Higher ability group 
‘i 
. s e 
281.1 “Male 2 13.04 5.98%*# 
‘Female ~ 23° 277.30 - . Female =. 23 - 265.30 12.00. 4, 89%** 
_ Total =. «49 "279.32 .  Totaj 49 + 266.75 12.57 .7.718** 
*e® Significant beyond the .001 level. ~ 2 ; 
i . a. «4 & . ‘ . 
- : ; ; pare 
o. i 
‘ ‘ i, : 
° ; 
. 
. ‘ 
an ¢ i . ) 
F ie +f 
¥ . . t . 
. * : ‘ Po : + 
. ‘ . € 
Las - *, 
‘i a* ja - 
; . a . 
: ** 15 BAA ’ 
as . | 
« * 


@ ri oY + table 7 . ' ne 
se . . - 


Differences Among Lower ‘and Higher Ability Students in M\\p, Female,. apd 
: i _ Total Groups with Respect to STEP Mathematicg| \ 


. 


» 


4 
4 
\ 
\ 
\ 
oe 
\ i 
as 
NX 


